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Examiner Siddiqi, 

Two claims for your consideration for our interview tomorrow at 4:15 - 4:30 P.S.T. 
I know that this claim would have to be labeled claim 77 because the previous claims were 
cancelled. I just wanted to show you that the original base claim was 41 and I included 
material from claim 44. 



41. (currently amended) A method for dynamically managing software on a client 
comprising: ' 

sending, by a client to a management server, a request for service; 
receiving, by the management server, the request for service; 

querying, by the management server about the client, a management database including 
information about various clients, the management se rver being sep arate from the mana^t 
database : [[and]] ; & 

sending, by the management server to the client, service information based at least in pa 
on the querying;[[.]] and 

booting to an operating system retrieve d from a network, the retrieved operating sy stftTT1 
being configured to manage the client. 



The cited OToole reference does not disclose, teach, or suggest the method of claim 41 
as amended. First, you state that the limitation of "querying, by the management server about 
the client, a management database including information about various clients" is met by 
col. 12, lines 14 - 25, and column 6, lines 21 - 23. Specifically, the cited section of col. 12 of the 
OToole reference discloses that an appliance, (which is akin to claim 41 's client), sends to the 
appliance registry (akin to claim 41 »s management database) a description of its network 
configuration based on configuration information retrieved from the boot server or based on 
what the appliance chose to use as its temporary networking configuration by observing the local 
network. Jh addition, the appliance also sends to the appliance registry an indication of whether 
it has successfully communicated with any boot server in the local network environment. 
(O T oole, col. 12, lines 14- 25). This is not the same as a management server querying a 
management database about a client, as is recited in amended claim 41. It is not the same 
because the O'Toole reference is disclosing only that the client provides information to a 
management database and never discloses that the management server (which is not disclosed in 
the O'Toole reference) makes a query about the client to management database (i.e., appliance 
registry). In other words, the O'Tool e reference is disclosing loading the appliance registry 
(management database) with information and claim 41, as amended, recites that a management 
server queries information from a management database, retrieves the information from 
the management database and sends it to the client. Accordingly, claim 41 , as amended, 
distinguishes over the O'Toole reference. 
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Claim 41 further distinguishes over the OToole reference. The limitation "booting to an 
operating system retrieved from a network, the retrieved operating system being 
configured to manage the client" is also not disclosed by the OToole reference. In the January 
4, 2005 Office Action, you state that col. 6, lines 26 - 67 and col. 5, lines 55 - 65 of the O'Toole 
reference disclose this limitation. Col. 6, lines 26 - 67 discloses that an appliance can configure 
itself without having to send a system administrator to the location at which it is installed. After 
receiving the appliance, the SODA (appliance) is connected to a local-area network 14, and then 
runs a boot algorithm to configure itself. The goal of this algorithm is to leara enough about the 
IP environment into which the appliance is installed to obtain a connection to an appliance 
registry in order to download additional configuration information. (O 'Toole, col 6, lines 26 - 
45). Col. 5 7 lines 55 - 65 of the O'Toole reference discloses only that the appliances can mn the 
Linux operating system and that the appliance can subscribe to one or more content providers. 
This is not the same as booting to an operating system retrieved from the network where the 
retrieved operating system is being configured to manage the client, as is recited in claim 41, 
as amended. The OToole reference does not disclose that an operating system is loaded from 
the network so the O'Toole reference cannot meet this limitation. Accordingly, claim 41, as 
amended, further distinguishes over the O'Toole reference. 



New claim 79 also distinguishes over the OToole reference. Examiner Siddiqi, please 
note that claim 79 also utilizes claim 41 as its base, but modifies limitations because no 
information is found in the database. This tracks Fig. 9, items 930, 940, 970, 975, and 980. 

Claim 79 recites: 

A method for dynamically managing software on a client, comprising: 

sending, by a client to a management server, a request for service; 

receiving, by the management server, the request for service; 

querying, by the management server about the client, a management database 
including information about various clients, the management server being separate from 
the management database; 

formulating a command to cause the client to boot to a network system if the 
management database does not include information about the client and the client does not 
boot locally by default. 

For claim 79, the applicants do not believe that the OToole reference discloses the two 
above highlighted limitations. The OToole reference discloses how to load information into the 
appliance registry (i.e., management database) but does not discuss what to do if the appliance 
registry has no information about the appliance. In addition, the applicants do not believe that 
the OToole reference discloses the issuing of a command to boot to a network system if the 
appliance registry, (management database) does not include information about the appliance 
(client). 
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Examiner Siddiqi, 

Additional Claim for Discussion 

Originally filed claim 29 

29. A method for obtaining service from a management server, comprising: 

sending by a client to a management agent o n , same local area network (LAN) as th e 
client a £££ for service from a management server nsin p a first protocol ; and 

hvthe client service information forwarded by the management agent afterjhe 
.^^^y^JS ^ information from HTTP to 
wherein 

the management server nrrivn the req nest for sernrr information .tilizin, HTTP and 
sept sends the service information to the management agent via HI lr- 

The O'Toole reference does not disclose, teach, or suggest the method dis closed above. 
rSS'^ SS:*. ^ a diem <o a n^gancm on 

HTTP, as ib yecneo ™. ™" ' utilizes HTTP to transmit the request either directly to the 
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